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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hayashida etal. (U.S. Patent No. 6,067,502). 

As to claim 1, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device comprising a 
storage unit (37) (See col. 9, lines 45-67) for map data recorded in a rectangular 
coordinate system; a route search unit (SP30 in Fig. 27) for searching for a route based 
on information on two geographical points (See Fig. 5.,) an area generator unit to set an 
area along the route between the two geographical points', and a map search unit (See 
Fig. 21) to search for and output the map data of the area, wherein the area generator 
unit establishes the area by adding corrections to correct a width (Fig. 15., changing the 
scale) of the area based on latitude values of the route (See Figs. 8, 1 5). (Also See 
Fig. 13 for correction using latitude). 

As to claim 2, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device comprising 

a storage unit (37) for map data; a route search unit for searching for a route between 

two geographical points (See Fig. 5',) an area generator unit to set an area along the 
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route between the two geographical points', a processor unit (1) as shown in Fig.1 to 
simplify the figure of the area; and a map search unit (33) to search for and output the 
simplified area map data, wherein the processor unit reduces a number consisting the 
route from the nodes included in the area generated by the area generator (see col. 8, 
lines 32-62., Fig. 2, F3, F4); (also See col. 8, lines 45-62; Hayashida et al. disclose a 
processor 9; a number of nodes is reduced when the screen are divided). 

As to claim 3, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device connected to a 
terminal comprising a route search unit for searching for a route based on information 
for two geographical points from the terminal (See abstract 1 , Fig. 1)., a route area 
predictor for predicting enroute stopping points along the route (See Fig.2); an area 
generator unit to set an area alongrthe route between the two geographical points 1 , and 
a map search unit (33) to search for and output the map data of the area, wherein the 
area generator unit establishes an expanded range for the area along the route in the 
vicinity of the enroute stopping points as the area (See Figs. 3, 37-40). Also see Figs. 
47, 53. 

As to claim 4, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information wherein the route area 
predictor establishes the enroute stopping points based on the predicted trip time 
schedule along the route (See col. 34, lines 51-67*, col. 35, lines 1-8). 

As to claim 5, Hayashida et al. disclose the route area predictor establishes 
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stopping points based on the remaining fuel value information received from the 
terminal (See col. 70, lines 54-67). 

As to claim 6, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device wherein the 

route area predictor establishes the enroute stopping points based on the specified rest 

break time period or a continuous driving time (See col. 69, lines 1-12., col. 70, lines 54- 

67). 

As to claim 7, Hayashida et al. disclose a processor unit (1 ) as shown in Fig. 1 to 
simplify the route searched by the route search unit, wherein the processor unit reduces 
a number of node consisting of the line figure of the route and the map area generator 
unit sets an area based on a simplified line figure (See Figs. 2-3, 47, 53). 

As to claim 8, Hayashida et al. disclose wherein the processor omits the nodes 
whose distance to next nodes are equal or less the predetermined value (See Fig. 13). 

As to claim 9, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device comprising: 
a processor unit to simplify the line figure of the route searched by the route search unit, 
wherein the processor unit reduces a number of nodes included in the line figure of the 
route and the map area generator unit sets an area based on a simplified line figure 
(See Figs. 2-3). 

As to claim 10, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device wherein the 
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map search unit subdivides the area into multiple area units, and determines map data 
that intersects or is included in the areas by subdivided area unit (See Fig. 22). 

As to claim 1 1 , Hayashida et al. disclose the map search unit subdivides the area ' 
into multiple area units, and determines map data that intersects or is included the area 
by subdivided area units (See Fig. 22). 

As to claim 12, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device with the map 
data the area based on rectangular coordinates, wherein the area generator unit 
establishes the area by adding corrections to correct a width of the area based on 
latitude values of the route (See Fig. 13). 

As to claim 13, Hayashida et al. disclose a map information device with the map 
data based on rectangular coordinates, wherein the area generator unit establishes the 
area by adding corrections to correct a width of the area based on latitude values of the 
route (See Fig. 13). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 8/25/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to Applicant's representative arguments on page 8, it states that In 
order to properly support a '102 anticipatory-type rejection, any applied art reference 
must disclose each and every limitation of any rejected claim. The applied art does not 
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adequately support a '102 anticipatory-type rejection because, at minimum, such 
applied art does not disclose (or suggest) the following discussed features/limitations of 
Applicant's claims as set forth in remarks from Applicant's foreign representative. 

For claim 1 , Applicant's representative argues that the Hayashida et al. does not 
disclose the limitations emphasis added "an area generator unit to set an area along 
the route between the two geographical points; ... wherein the area generator unit 
establishes the area by adding corrections to correct a width of the area based on 
latitude values of the route. However it is discussed in the office action and pointed 
out that Hayashida et al. disclose the limitations as set forth taken into account Figures 
4-5, having an area generator unit to set an area along the route between the two 
geographical points (start point, destination) and the area generator unit establishes the 
area by adding corrections to correct a width of the area based on latitude values of the 
route (See Fig.4; length data, shape data, and see Fig. 13 for calculating route based 
on latitude values of the route). 

Furthermore, Applicant's representative argues that for claim 2, the prior art does 
not disclose the composition which simplifies the extraction area and the claim language 
states : emphasis added : a processor unit to simplify the figure of the area; ... 
wherein the processor unit reduces a number of nodes consisting the route from 
the nodes included in the area generated by the area generator. However it is 
pointed in the office action of such features. Hayashida et al. moreover, disclose a 
processor 1 , 9 and a number of nodes is reduced when the screen is divided (See Fig. 
3; col. 8, lines 45-62). 
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In response to Applicant's representative argument regarding claim 3, it is argued 
that the prior art does not disclose " a route area predictor for predicting enroute 
stopping points along the route; an area generator unit to set an search area between 
the two geographical points; ...wherein the area generator unit expands a range for an 
area along the route in the vicinity of the enroute stopping points as the search area. 
However Hayashida et al. disclose the argued limitations in Figs. 2, 47, 53; col. 10, lines 
1-54 (rest area or break)). 

In response to Applicant's representative arguments regarding claim 4, that 
"Hayashida et al. don't disclose the route area predictor which establishes the enroute 
stopping points based on. the predicted trip time schedule along the route" It is pointed 
out that Hayashida et al. disclose the route area predictor establishes the enroute 
stopping points (See col. 10, lines 55-67-col. 11, lines 1-44; col. 34, lines 51-67, time 
and distance traveled; col. 35, lines 1-8). Moreover, Hayashida et al. disclose as stated 
in the office action "the route predictor establishes the enroute stopping points based on 
the remaining fuel value information received from the terminal (or based on the 
specified rest break time period or a continuous driving time)" (See col. 70, lines 54-67). 

Hayashida et al. disclose the limitations " the processor unit reduces a number 
of nodes consisting of the line figure of the route and the map area generator unit sets 
an area based on a simplified line figure (or omits the nodes whose distance to next 
nodes are equal or less than the predetermined value (See Figs.2-3, 13, 15, 36). 
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Arguments for the further claims have been discussed above and furthermore, 
Applicant's representative acknowledges in the background of the invention that map 
information is generally stored in rectangular coordinates on a recording medium. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gertrude Arthur-Jeanglaude whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-6954. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 ' 
a.m. to 6:00 p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black can be reached on (571) 272-6956. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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primary examiner 



GAJ 



October 18, 2005 



